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As to each individual defendant it is 
desired to have the prosecution and the 
defense present a brief of the evidence 
setting forth counsel's contentions as to what 
the established facts are in reference to each 
of the following main questions or topics. 
The brief should cover the connection, (if 
any) or lack of connection of (the) each 
defendant with the activity covered by the 
topic with reference to such evidence as will 
throw light on the significance of each 
alleged act of participation or an established 
connection, together with the circumstances 
or facts established by the evidence which 
may have a bearing upon knowledge (where 
important0 or intent. [Crossed out] The 
examination is ? not exclusive but the 
Tribunal will appr 
 
 
  
Count I and V 
A. Participation or non-participation of 
Defendant X in the alleged alliance between 
Hitler and the Nazi party and the state of mind 
or intent with which this was done. What do 
the facts establish as to each defendant as to: 
(1) [What do the facts establish as 
to]^The alleged conference between 
representatives of Farben and Hitler in 
1932 as to the synthetic gasoline program 
and the subsequent gasoline contract? 
(2)[What is established as financial 
contributions and to] The election and 
other financial contributions to the party? 
(3)[What are] The alleged participation in 
reorganizing of the Reich Association of 
German industry? 
(4) Early plans for development of 
synthetic rubber and other synthetic war 
materials? 
(5) The beginning and significance of 
early contacts with the Wehrmacht in the 
rearmament program? 
 
  
(6) Planning and construction of stand-
by plants? 
(7) Plans for mobilization and war 
production: 
(a) War games 
(b) Secrecy and security measures 
(c) Poison gas production. 
(8) Scope of planned production 
facilities for production of war 
materials? 
 
B. Participation or non-participation ^ of 
Defendant X in the in the alleged 
synchronization of Farben's activities with 
the military planning of the German High 
Command. What do the facts establish as to 
each defendant as to: 
(1) Establishment and functioning of 
Ve???????? W.? 
(a) Liason functions 
(b) Security measures 
(c) Counter-intelligence 
 
 
(d) Secrecy in patents filed 
(e) Supervision of "war games" 
(f) Mobilization plans. 
 
(2) Other facts related to 
synchronization and coordination with 
the planning of the Wehrmacht. 
 
C. Participation or non-participation of 
Defendant X in the Four Year Plan and in 
directing Germany's economic moblization 
for war. What do the facts establish each 
defendant as to: 
(1) Activity, if any, in the 4 year pland 
and/or its predecessor, the office of raw 
materials and foreign exchange? 
(2) Knowledge of the purposes and 
objectives of the four year plan? 
(3) Intensification or acceleration of 
economic measures for preparation for 
war? 
 
 
(4) Connection, if any, with Karin Hall 
Plan or other specific over-all plan for 
production in the Chemical Sector? 
 
(5) Activity connected with the office 
of the Plenipotentiary General of the 
Four Year Plan for Special Questions 
of Chemical Production and Reich 
Office for Economic Development? 
 
(6) Activity in other official or semi-
official industrial or governmental 
groups? 
 
 
D. Participation or non-participation of 
^Defendant X in ^the alleged acts of 
creating and equipping the Nazi military 
machine for aggressive war. What do the 
facts establish as to (the) each defendant's 
activity as to: 
 
(1) Production planning and 
achievement as to Explosives and 
explosives intermediaries, including 
diglycol, stabilizers, methanol, etc. ? 
 
(2) Connection and activity in relation 
to ^explosives production of any 
Farben subsiadiary or explosives 
affiliate including Dynamit A.G. 
 
(3) Production planning and 
achievement as to synthetic gasoline & 
lubricating oils etc.? 
 
  
(4) Production planning and 
achievements in synthetic rubber? 
 
(5) (Producing) Production planning 
and achievements as to light metals? 
 
(6) Poison gas? 
 
(7) Plant facility expansion for war 
uses? 
 
(8) Other chemical production of 
importance to the war? 
 
E. Participation or non-participation of 
Defendant X in ^the alleged stockpiling of 
critical materials for the Nazi offensive. 
What do the facts established as to the 
activity of each defendant as to: 
 
  
(1) Stockpiling of critical materials: 
(a) Oil and gasoline from abroad 
(b) Tetra-Ethyl lead 
(c) Magnesium 
(d) Electron(?)-metal of Farben 
production 
(e) Chemicals, including those for 
poison gas. 
(f) Activity in connection with 
WIFO 
 
(2) Cooperation with Wehrmacht and Reich 
Government in obtaining needed foreign 
exchange for stockpiling? 
 
  
F. Participation or non-participation ^of 
Defendant X in the alleged weakening of 
Germany's potential enemies. What does the 
evidence established as to each defendant as 
to: 
 
(1) Use of cartel agreements as part of 
preparation for war or to retard 
preparation in other countries. 
 
(2) Activity in relation to specific 
instances as alleged: (a) synthetic 
rubber; (b) magnesium; (c) synthetic 
nitrogen; (d) tetrazene. 
 
  
G. Participation or non-participation of 
Defendant X in any ^of the^ alleged 
propaganda, intelligence and espionage 
activities. What (does the evidence) are the 
facts as to each defendant with reference to: 
(1) Activities of Berlin N. N. 7 office. 
(2) Activities of Auslands organization. 
(3) Dissemmation of Nazi propaganda. 
(4) Intelligence activities including 
Verbindungsmanner and other reports 
and maps. 
(5) Financing of subversive activities. 
 
H. Participation or non-participation of 
Defendant X (protecting Farben's) in ^the 
alleged^ intensification of preparation for 
and participation in the planning and 
execution of aggressions and the reaping of 
the spoils therefrom. What do the facts 
 
  
(establishe) establish (as) with respect to 
each defendant as to:  
 
(1) Any significant acceleration (of or 
ac) or intensification of armament 
efforts? 
 
(2) Measures taken to cloak and 
conceal assets abroad? 
 
(3) Specific plans for exploitation of 
industry in the occupied countries (as 
part of the planning ^and waging^ of 
aggressive war?) to meet the needs the 
German war machine? 
 
(4) New order of chemical industry for 
Austria? 
 
(5) Plans for industrial invasion of 
Czechslovakia? 
 
  
(6) Plans with reference to Poland? 
 
(7) New Order for Chemical Industry 
of Europe - 1940? 
 
I. Participation or non-participation of 
Defendant X in the alleged acts plunder, 
spoliation, slavery and mass murder as part 
of the invasions and (aggressive) wars of 
aggression. What do the facts established as 
to the activity of each defendant (in 
executing) as 
to: 
 
(1) Suggesting or initiating ^the 
alleged^ acts of plunder or spoliation as 
part of the planning or waging of 
aggressive wars? 
 
(2) Suggesting or initiating the alleged 
acts of slave labor as part of the plan of 
waging war? 
 
  
Count II 
 
A. Participation or non-participation (in) of 
Defendant X in any aspects of the alleged 
acts of plunder and spoliation. What do the 
facts established regarding the activity of 
each defendant as to: 
 
(1) Alleged spoliation in Austria 
including Puloerfabrik Skoda-Wetzler, 
Carbidewerke Deutsch - Matrei and 
Austrian Dynamit Nobel? 
 
(2) Alleged spoliation in 
Czechoslovakia - Aussig and Falkenau 
plants of Prager Verein? 
 
(3) Alleged spoliation in Poland 
including Bonuta, Winniea, and Wola? 
 
(4) Alleged spoliation in Norway - 
Norsk Hydro? 
 
  
(5) Alleged acts of spoliation in France 
- Francolor and Rhone-Poulenc? 
 
(6) Alleged acts of spoialtion in 
Alsace-Lorraine - Mulhouse and 
oxygen and acetylene plants? 
 
(7) (Alled) Alleged acts of planning 
and preparation for spoliation in Russia 
as part of the planning (of) to exploit 
Soviet resources? 
 
(8) (Participation in) Personnel and 
financial participation in the trustee 
corporations, Kontinental Oil A. G. 
etc? 
 
(9) Any other alleged acts of spoliation 
including removal of raw materials 
and/or equipment? 
 
  
Count III 
 
Participation or non-participlation by 
Defendant X in any of the alleged of slavery 
and mass murder. What do the facts 
established as to ^each^ defendant as to any 
activity in connection with or knowledge of: 
 
(1) Enslavement and deportation to 
slave labor of civilian population of 
occupied countries? 
 
(2) Enslavement of concentration camp 
inmates? 
 
(3) The use of prisoners or war in war 
operations and work related thereto? 
 
(4) The mistreatment, terrorization, 
torture or murder of enslaved persons? 
 
  
(5) Actual operation, of ^or 
responsibility for the ^ slave labor 
program at individual plants of Farben: 
(a) Leuna 
(b) Ludwigshaven/Oppau 
(c) Schopau 
(d) Anorgana 
(e) Hoechst 
(f) Griessheim and Autogen 
(g) Leverkusen 
(h) Bitterfeld 
(i) Wolfen-Film 
(j) Camerawerke Munich 
(k) Kalle & Co. 
 
(6) Alleged participation of Farben in 
supplying poison gas for mass 
exterminations? 
 
(7) Alleged participation of Farben in 
criminal medical experiments? 
 
  
(8) Activities of Farben at Auschwitz. 
(a) Knowledge of availability of 
Auschwitz slave labor? 
 
(b) Initiative in obtaining 
concentration camp labor? 
 
(c) (Working conditions) 
Working, housing and alleged 
inhumane conditions and 
responsibility therefore? 
 
(d) Disciplinary measures? 
 
(e) Extermination programs and 
participation therein? 
 
(f) Administration of camp 
Monowitz? 
 
 
Count IV 
 
(Each of the defendants charged under this 
count should brief the evidence in the 
record)The prosecution and each of the 
^three^ defendants charged under this 
should brief the evidence with particular 
reference to: 
 
(1) Character of SS membership as 
within or without the classifications 
recognized by the I.M.T. 
 
(2) The question of whether ^each of^ 
the defendants charged under Count IV 
remained members of the SS with 
knowledge that it was being used for 
the commission of acts by Article VI of 
the Charter of (and the IMT) the IMT. 
